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November 8, 1951
. To:
From:

All Members of the Faculty
Eva IsraEl, Secretary of the Faculty

The regular m~eting of the Faculty will be held on
Monday _ November 12, at 4:15 in Mitchell Hall 101.
The principal item on the agenda will be a report by
Dr. Cast.etter in regard to the awarding of honorary degre~s.
The Graduate Committee and the Policy Committee have worked
out the following suggested policy:
"Inasmuch as the University of New Mexico
recognizes that one of its primary institutional
responsibilities is to serve the people of the state
of New Mexico and of the Southwest in any way it can,
the University wishes to encourage similar service
on the part of individuals by giving preference in
the awarding of special honors to those persons who
have contributed significantly to the cultural or
scientific development of the region, or to the
spiritual or material welfare of its people . Such
preference is not meant to discourage the granting
of special honors to eminent individuals whose contributions have been made to other or broader geographic areas. However, in no case should a passing
courtesy to the University of New Mexico, such as the
delivery of a commencement address, be the sole or
principal cause for such honorary awards. 11
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'UNIVERSITY OF ~JEW r-lEXICO

Faculty Neeting
November 12, 1951
(Summarized minutes)
The University Faculty met on Monday, November 12, at

4: 15 p.m., in Hi tchell Hall, ,.,i th a quorum present.
Dean Castetter prelsented a resolution concerning the giving
of fonorary degrees. The recommendation of the Graduate Committee
Has seconded and carried.
Dean Robb proposed a revision of the curriculum in Fine Arts
which would lead to a degree of :Bachelor of Arts in the College of
Fine Arts. His motion that it be a1Jproved was seconded and carried.
Hr. Douglass moved that the Student Publications Board be
advised that their action authorizing liquor advertisements in
student publications is contrary to long established and ,-,ell
constitu ted Lniversity policy, a~d therefore is disapproved. This
motion was seconded, but was lost.
Vice President Scholes announced Honecoming day as a holiday.
He also asked the co-operation of the faculty in :filling out some
new ,faculty record forms.
The meeting adjourned at 5:25 p.m.
Respectfully submitted,
Eva Israel,
Secretary of the Faculty
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FACULTY MEETING
November 12, 1951
..
,

.
The November 12 meeting of the University Faculty was called
to order by President Popejoy at 4:17 p.m. with a quorum present.

.

President Popejoy: If the faculty will come to order we
will proceed with the agenda. The first item on the agenda is
a report from Dean Castetter for the Graduate Committee.
Dean Castetter: Mr. Chairman, I think you all received the
memo giving the reconnnendation which the Graduate Committee
wishes to present, and I shall read it in case not all of you
have seen it.
• ,•I•

"Inasmuch as the University of New Mexico recognizes that
one of its primary institutional responsibilities is to serve
the people of the state of New Mexico and of the Southwest in any
way it can, the University wishes to encourage similar service
on the part of individuals by giving preference in the awarding
of special honors to those persons who have contributed significantly to the cultural or scientific development of the region,
or to the spiritual or material welfare of its people. Such
preference is not meant to discourage the granting of special
honors to eminent individuals whose contributions have been made
to other or broader geographic areas. Ho.vever, in no case should
a passing courtesy to the University of New Mexico, such as the
delivery of a commencement address, be the sole or principal
cause for such honorary awards."
Now I thought it might be well to review for you the history
of this policy because it goes back quite some time. At the
meeting of the University Senate, June 18, 1945, Dean Hannnond of
the Graduate School made this statement to the Senate:
"The policy of the University in selecting candidates for
honorary degrees has apparently varied considerably. On the
whole, the influence of the President's Office has been fairly
strong, due partly to the emphasis of the University as a whole
on regional studies and in part to President Zimmerman's very
wide circle of acquaintances throughout the country."
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In recent years the Graduate Committee was given a voice in
the selection of candidates, and if there was a tendency, it was
in this direction. The recommendations of the Graduate Committee
have always gone to the general faculty for approval.
At a meeting on June 1, 1945, the Graduate Committee discussed University policy in granting honorary degrees and
recommended:
"That candidates for an honorary degree in the University of
New Mexico be approved by the Graduate Committee as well as by
the general faculty before any commitments be made."
This policy has been followed since that time. Now, the
University Senate passed the following regulations on March 13, 1946:
1.

Awards should be made to those people who have contributed to the cultural and scientific development
of this region.

2.

The Committee is not averse to awarding an honorary
degree to a commencement speaker, but it is doubtful
that the presenting of a commencement address is
sufficient cause in itself to grant an honorary
degree.
The Graduate Committee would be interested now in having
nominations for honorary degrees from any faculty committee that would wish to make them.

3.

We have been operating on that policy since that time.
Now it seems possiblf'that the matter needed to be restudied; and so, at the last meeting of the general faculty last
spring, the Graduate Committee was instructed to re-study this
matter and to bring in a proposal. The Graduate Committee discussed the matter in some detail and arrived at a set of recommendations and then presented them to the Policy Committee in
order that they might review them for the purpose of getting a
wider basis for action on this very important matter. The Policy
Committee than had a meeting on the matter and made a recommendation for a policy which didn't suit the Graduate Committee 100
per cent, although very nearly so. Consequently, the two Committees had a joint session at which the matter was discussed
at considerable length. The matter was then referred to the
Graduate Committee for a final proposal to the faculty. You have
this proposal before you.
Now I think it should be said, in fairness to some members
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of the Graduate Committee, one or two, and to a larger number of
members of the Policy Committee, that there was a difference of
opinion on one point and that point is this: That some of the
people felt that there should be a statement in the policy to
the effect that no degree would be granted to an individual
unless he was outside the active employ of the University. There
was a good deal of discussion and difference of opinion on this
matter of "outside the active employ." The Graduate Committee
finally decided to leave this out of the recommended policy.
Neither the Graduate Committee nor the Policy Committee thinks for
one minute that we should award honorary degrees to members of our
own faculty. Every member of both committees was very much opposed
to that. We did feel that there might possibly come a time when
there would be an outstanding member of our faculty who would have
contributed something of national or international importance that
would merit awarding an honorary degree, so we didn't want to make
the policy too tight. I have tried to present the history and
background of it.
Before making a motion that we approve this, I should like to
say that whether the policy is approved or not, or whatever policy
is approved, the general faculty last spring requested that the
faculty be invited by the Graduate Committee to suggest or to make
nominations for honorary degrees or the awarding of honorary
degrees. I want at this point to invite the faculty to do so. I ·
hope it isn't necessary for us to do this each year. I think it
should be sufficient to make this a general invitation, and have
it so that any faculty member is welcome to make nominations this
year or next year or in succeeding years. We should like these
early, however, so that we can get it done early because there
will, in all probability, be a number of them. We should like to
have them this year before the Christmas holidays.
I should like to move, therefore, the approval of this resolution, this new policy, a copy of which has been placed in your
hands.
President Popejoy• You have heard the motion and there is
a second. Any discussion or questions?
Dr. Bahm: May I raise a question about certain words. Persons who have contributed significantly to the "cul tural 11 or
"scientific • 11 Are those intended to be all-inclusive.
Dean Castetter:

Yes, inclusive.

Dr. Bahm: And the following words to the "spiritual" or
"material" welfare of its people. Is that all -inclusive?
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Dean Castetter:
one at all.

Yes, there is no attempt to restrict any-

Dr. Bahm: If that is true, I am wondering if the intent
of the Commit tee might be better stated if the words "cultural"
and "scientific" were omitted and "spiritual" and "material"
omitted. That would leave "honors to those persons who have contributed significantly to the development of the region or the
development of its people."
Dean Castetter: This matter was discussed in great detail
and these words were chosen very carefully. There is no attempt
to eliminate any group whatever. That is right isn't it, Dr.
McMurray?
Dr. McMurray:

We tried to use words that were inclusive.

Dean Castetter: We had quite a few phrasings of this before
we came out with this one. Dr. Parish, d you wish to make any
comment? Is it entirely satisfactory to the Policy Committee?
Dr. Parish:
raised before.

No, I would like to raise the issue that I

Dean Castetter:
excluded, Dr. Bahm.

You need have no fears about anybody being

Dr. Bahm: My question is whether or not it is clearly stated
or whether or not it would not be more clearly stated by eliminating four words.
Dean Castetter:

We felt that would just about cover every-

body.
President Popejoy:

Any

other question?

Member : Mr. President, I was wondering if someone would
explore some of the reasons behind the precedence of awarding
honorary degrees to persons in this region.
Dean Castetter: The feeling of both Committees is that we
should not attempt on a large scale to go out and award degrees
to people outside of the region. That is, it seemed to us that
the University has a responsibility to honor and to stimulate
work that is done in the region--stimulate the development of
these cultural and scientific and so on, these different kinds of
developments; and that is the thinking back of it.
Dr. McBath:

Mr . President, and Dean Castetter, the thought
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occur r ed to me that such awarding of honorary degrees would tend
to encourage or stimulate or motivate people, if the kind of
person that would merit an honorary degree ould be the kind of
person who would be00stimulated by the objective of the possibility
of getting an honoraJ?y~ind conversely if a person had that as one
of the objectives he might be the kind of person the University
shouldn't honor. That is an assumption underlying it--that an
honorary degree is a motivation to the type of person that merits
that degree. I was thinking of persons in my own mind who have
earned those degrees, and that was probably the least thought
in their minds--that in the long run they would earn them.
Dean Castetter: I should say this, Dr. McBath, the former
policy was more restrictive than this. It tended to exclude people
from outside the region almost entirely except for commencement
speakers, and we tried to liberalize it in this statement so that
it would not be purely a regional matter.
Member: Mr. Chairman, I think that objection would be done
away with if the word "encourage" were changed to "recognize. 11
Dr. McBath: I think that would be a more appropriate word,
and I do applaud this liberalization.
Dean Castetter: I see no objection to changing the wording.
Do you want to make such a motion, Dr. McBath. If the Committee
sees any objection to this, I wish you would speak. I personally
don't. Substitute the word "recognize" for "encourage."
Member:

Question.

President Popejoy:
that effect?

On the amendment? Was there a motion to

Dr. McBath: I would simply move that the Committee think
about the inclusion of that kind of an idea in the resolution,
that all honorary degrees in any sense would be an encouragement
or motivation to the kind of person who would earn an honorary
degree, and alter that so that it would recognize this viewpoint.
President Popejoy:
Dr. McBath:

For some future action?

Yes, sir.

President Popejoy: There is a motion before us and there is
a second that the resolution as presented by Dr. Castetter be
approved as recommended by the Graduate Committee. All in favor
of the motion please say "aye." Opposed? It is carried.

I
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I feel some embarrassment about the sign here . If you want
to smoke, I think it would be all right. The next report is by
Dean Robb for the College of Fine Arts.
Dean Robb: The document that I hope you all have before you
now represents not a new curriculum, but a revision of the present
combined curriculum in Fine Arts. This curriculum at present
requires students--can
a es or the degree--to take the equivalent of the group requirements of the College of Education or the
College of Arts and Sciences and in addition to take a major in
one of the three subject matter courses of the College of Fine
Arts; and a minor in one of the others. Some time ago members of
the faculty raised a number of questions about the present curriculum, and the first of these was whether the degree offered was
appropriate. The degree of Bachelor of Fine Arts is considered in
the College of Fine Arts to be an intermediate degree between a
professional degree, as Bachelor of Music, and a straight undergraduate academic degree like Bachelor of Arts. The degree of
concentration embodied in this curriculum was not considered to be
such as to justify probably the awarding of the degree of Bachelor
of Fine Arts. At least that was the view of these people. The
Committee reported to the college faculty and made a recommendation
that the degree to be given for the students completing the combined curriculum ought to be the degree of Bachelor of Arts. The
second change in the curriculum is designed to make the requirements of the three departments uniform. At present different
numbers of hours are required for a major under the combined
curriculum in music, fine arts, and drama. The present curriculum,
which spreads out the requirements, provides for a uniform major
of 45 hours. All three departments have a minor of 25 hours. The
other requirements, the general education requirements, are practically those of the College of Arts and Sciences. Dean Donnelly
pointed out one difference which exists--that this curriculum
requires only six hours of a social science instead of nine hours
which are required in the College of Arts and Sciences. I don't
know personally whether that was an oversight on the part of our
Committee or whether it was intended to be a divergence from the
group requirements.
Those are the two major purposes of this proposed revision of
the curriculum, and certainly the change of the degrees is a major
recommendation, and as such requires the approval of the facultY..
I would like to move that the proposed new curriculum in Fine Arts
as embodied in the sheets distributed to you be approved by the
general faculty.
President Popejoy: The second is from Mr. Douglass. There
is a motion made to approve the curriculum in Fine Arts as submitted to you by Dean Robb. There is a second. Is t h ere
discussion?
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Dr. Parish: Mr. President, I couldn't let this opportunity
pass without saying that I think this is a major move forward, and
I would like very much to see the rest of the University follow
suit. It does give an opportunity for a person to take, along with
his major and minor, broader courses in other fields and take them
throughout his four years. What has been happening more and more
is we have been saying you take these other courses in your freshman and sophomore year, and I think the average student is not
ready for them, and major in the junior and senior year with little
opportunity to go on with these other courses. These majors in
Fine Arts are not only allowed, as they are here, but asked to
take them for their elective group in other fields in their junior
and senior year. I think it is a move people in Fine Arts should
be congratulated on, and I would like very much to see this general
philosophy embodied in other colleges in the University.
President Popejoy:

Any other comments or questions?

Dr. Reeve: Would Dean Robb care to explain why there is so
much emphasis on major and minors in freshman and sophomore years?
Dean Robb: The fields that are covered by this curriculum
represent in part skills which can't very well be interrupted, and
for that reason the major is distributed over the entire period;
and I suppose that the minor is similarly distributed for the same
reason. For instance, a major field might conceivably be piano.
If a student stops the study for two or three years and tries to
pick it up, he is behind. I think that is the primary reason why
the Committee distributed the major in this way. Is that correct,
Professor Douglass?
Mr. Douglass: I would like to add the additional reason that
appears in the prerequisites. For example, there is a course in
commercial art that requires five semester hours of work before
a student can take it, and the entire course occupies two years;
so that to take that work he would wind up a senior. It takes
three years to take the work in order.
Dean Robb: We actually have to start early the first year
in music in order to get through in four years because of the prerequisite situation.
Dr. Reeve: The thing that disturbed me was Professor Parish's
remarks too. I understood that the College of Arts and Sciences
through the years gave the student a broad cultural education the
first two years because they don't all graduate. If one-third of
the freshmen drop at the end of their freshman year, then what do
they carry with them that has any particular value?
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Dean Robb: That is too broad a question to argue; I don't
want to start a debate here.
Member: In other words, your curriculum is pointed at the
four-year student. A very high percentage never graduate.
President Popejoy: Are there other questions? Are you ready
for the question? All in favor of the recommendation made by the
Dean of the College of Fine Arts to the general faculty, please
say "aye." Opposed? It is carried.
I think it would be all right for the Chairman to comment to
the effect that I am happy that you brought this recommendation
in. I think it is good for the general faculty to discuss changes
at this time. I agree with practically all of the statements made
by Professor Parish.
Dean Sorrell: Mr. Chairman, could I ask a question in regard
to this? According to our constitution, is it necessary for this
to come before the general faculty. It seems that this is almost
entirely an intra-college proposition. It would have been all
right with me if it hadn't come before the general faculty, and
they had gone ahead and done it.
Member: The co sti
i
requires that all curricular changes
which affect another college come before the general faculty.
Dean Sorrell:
college?

That is it; how does this affect another

Dean Robb: I don't know, Dean Sorrell, whether it should or
not, but it is in the constitution.
Vice President Scholes: Mr. President, since Dean Robb
asked me some time ago about this, and since I was the person who
recommended especially that he bring it here, I will give you the
reasons why I urged him to do so. In the first place, the constitution has the statement something along these lines: That the
general faculty pass on requirements for degrees. That is a
pretty broad statement, and I am not sure that it is always lived
up to, or if it is a minor change, something which the faculty would
want brought in here; but there is another angle to this. Whereas
this combined curriculum formerly had been offered for the Bachelor
of Fine Arts, it was changed to the degree Bachelor of Arts. In
other words, the College was changing the degree to be granted for
this curriculum and felt, for that reason, that it should come in
here.
President Popejoy:

I might say the matter was discussed with

V
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me by the Academic Vice President, and it was my feeling that when
there was an element of doubt, we should lean to the side of
bringing it here. In this case, I don't think there was any element of doubt even. The reason I might explain more in detail
about this matter of why I am happy it is here, I think it is
important for the faculty to learn all we can al:out the curricula
of the different colleges in the University. It is a fundamental
point, I believe, that a general faculty should know about these
matters. I am confident that I know more about the Fine Arts
curriculum and this degree than I would have known had it not been
brought here.
There are matters, of course, at the
college level which have to be decided on
which by their nature will not be brought
but I lean in the direction personally of
here. If there is a doubt, then bring it

department level and
from time to time, and
to the general faculty;
having matters brought
in. Any other question?

The next item on the agenda is listed as other Committee
reports? Are there other committee reports today? Any old business? New business?
Mr. Douglass: Mr. President, I would like to introduce a
motion relative to a recent action that the Student Publications
Board took in authorizing 11 uor advertisin in student ublications. I am not concerned in running down this matter with the
pros ana cons of drinking among responsible adults, nor do I
think we need be concerned with the relative power of advertising
in student publications and advertisements elsewhere. My contention is simply that the purpose of any advertisement is either
to create goodwill for a product or to encourage the use of that
product, and that I think is contrary to the established policy
of the University which has been to discourage drinking among
students on the campus and at student affairs. I think that policy is quite appropriate as long as this is a state institution
and there is a state law that forbids drinking on state property;
but I would go farther personally and say that we ought to have
such a policy for these students, most of whom are minors; I
believe most of their parents wouldn't wish to have that policy.
Therefore, I move that the Student Publications Board be
advised that their action authorizing liquor advertisements in
student publications is contrary to long-established and well
onsfder
University policy and therefore is disapproved.
the

President Popejoy:
second by Mr. May.
Dr. Judah:

The motion was made by Mr. Douglass and
Any discussion or questions on the motion.

I have sat very quietly for four years in faculty
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meetings. I was on the board that accepted t his. I respect the
motives of bringing up this motion. I don't agree with him, but
basically I am not so much interested in the angle of liquor as
I am that of student government. There is no question, I know, of
the faculty's right and obligation to review the activities of
the Committee or any other committee. On the other hand, the
constitution does give the students a good deal of latitude in
running their affairs and directing the affairs of publications.
That committee is composed of five students and three faculty
members, which means that faculty members accepted that agreement
that the students be given the greatest possible latitude in running their affairs. In the past two years, which is one generation of students, the administration has interfered in the management of the Mirage; last year it was the Thunderbird. They all
got fired. I think possibly both of those actions were necessary,
and I am not denying that this action isn't necessary; but presumably we gave the students the latitude in this case with the
idea they should only be stopped when absolutely necessary, the
intent being that they be given the greatest possible latitude.
The reason was to develop initiative and responsibility, and I
hope when they get out in one or four years, they will develop a
little more of it than they had before. All favored the resolution. I am not trying to pass the buck; it was unanimous. I
believe the Student Council had said they wanted it. I am a
Jeffersonian; he said people are the best depositories of their
own interests, although not necessarily the wisest. But this is
probably the particular time to see it. I still think students
are people.
I don't know how the students will take it. The issue of
self-govermnent is here, and we shouldn't interfere unless we are
very sure the issue is fundamental enough to crack them down again.
Mr. Douglass: As a matter of information, I would like to say
that I was told that the vote of the Student Council, which was
reported in the Lobo as a vote of confidence, was very close, not
over two or three votes.
President Popejoy:

Mr. Douglass:

Are you asking for information on that1

Yes, I would like to know exactly.

President Popejoy:

I can't answer that question.

Dr. Sherman Smith: I can't answer that either; I was not
there. Is Dean Mathany here? (no answer)
Mr. Tadlock: Mr. Chairman, I can't answer the question either,
but it seems that a majority is a rule even though a small one.
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I would like to say a few words since I am involved in this as
a member of the Board.
I would like to give you a little of our perspective as we
worked with the rest of the Committee on the matter. Business
managers, as a whole, of all publications requested this; and I
think their attitude was a very practical one. They wanted to
explore and use any legitimate source of revenue they might. In
support of their request, they set a precedent, and in all such
situations I think one listens to precedents of respectable calibre.
They were able to cite similar publications that use such ads: the
student publication at the University of North Carolina, University of California, University of Wisconsin, Nevada, Arizona State
at Flagstaff, and here at New Mexico Highlands, our poor cousin
to the east.
In all such situations one listens and one can't feel that
such places are in terrible error in such matters. I think it
is plain, since we voted unanimously, that the personal sense of
none of us seemed calamitously involved in this action. We recognized that such an action might run into conflict with the values
and morals of other people, but it seems to me that all of us in
our classes are aware of the possibilities that we might easily
offend someone--purely in an explanatory fashi on. The administration might offend the motives of many people by de-emphasizing
football, but there is almost no field in which you operate that
you can't do that. The crux of the matter is whether or not we
are doing the right thing for the students, some of whom are under
age. Although some may not be of legal age, we assume they are
mature enough to make many of their own judgments. I think it is
also clear that the elimination of a simple ad in a student publication would not eliminate all temptation in the way of neon
signs, newspaper and magazine advertising; and they wonder why
they can't do it. Of course, one might argue that student publications need have a superior standard, and you can cite various
magazines, such as Harpers Monthly, or a few newspapers like the
~ York Times; and assert it is important to the high standards
of the newspaper not to carry such advertising. Finally, I would
like to explore our personal sense of values in this matter for
a moment. I think that I can only speak for myself here. No one
has picked me to speak at this point, but they share this view with
me. I think it is plain that we did not mean to favor prohibitory
action. We do not disbelieve in regulative action. As a matter
of fact when the motion was passed we discussed the problem of
good taste in such advertising. We had a little bit of fun doing
it. We decided that in advertising we couldn't get drunk at
Oklahoma Joe's. We did discuss the problem of good taste,which I
think shows we do not abdicate our position on this Committee.
However, I think our argument there was on the belief of right use

of things as a fundamental basis for moral action and one has
pretty respectable sources for that view.
Since I am a professor of literature, I have to quote a
little bit, and I can even cite Milton in this matter, although
not directly. When he was defending liberty of the press, he got
into the involved problem of virtue and one of those eloquent
passages of his stated: nr cannot praise a cloistered virtue."
He recognized not only the normal problems an editor has to face
but also his responsibility to counteract, to control, and discourage. That is, I think, our thought in taking such action.
President Popejoy:

Any other comments?

Mr. May: I feel that this concerns the alumni of the University as well as the students. As a graduate oft his school, I
object to this inclusion of liquor ads. I do not see how it could
possibly benefit the school except increase the revenue, and I do
feel it could possibly adversely affect the school. We draw our
students from all over the state and no doubt many people will
have it brought to their attention that we are using such ads and
might view the University in a somewhat different light and cost us
students eventually. For that reason, I object.
Mr. Conger: I am not a voting member of the Student Publications Board. I am in on meetings as student publications director.
I am inclined to go along with the action of the Student Publications Board for two main reasons: (1) As an ex-newspaper man
I feel that the more freedom you can give them the more they will
develop and we of course recognize that the faculty has the right
and the obligation to review and control student publications,
but when you tell them they shall be free up to a point--I would
like to see them just as free as possible. I think as little
government as possible is the best government. (2) The Lobo is
published three days a week this year instead of four for the reason
of decreased revenue, and advertising is one of the major factors
in getting revenue; therefore, it is a financial pinch. We are
making a profit on three issues a week, but we would be in the hole
with four; and I think most of us would like to see it get back
eventually to four.
President Popejoy: There is a request for the motion .
Douglass re-read the motion)

(Mr.

Member: The motion is simply to disapprove, not to require
that they don't do it. That is not a binding motion on the action.
Mr. Douglass:

I meant to make it binding.
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Member:

It would bind them to reconsider but not to abandon.

President Popejoy:
Mr. Douglass:

Does the motion reflect your intention?

My intention was to veto their action.

Dr. Judah: Unless some member of the Board wishes to disagree, to simplify this, I think the vote is to tell the students
whether or not we disapprove, that the vote by the faculty will be
interpreted to either continue the ads or to discontinue them.
Mr. Edgel : I think I understood clearly--that the action of
the Public ations Board was to accept advertising from establishments in town who sell liquor and not necessarily to accept all
advertising for liquor. Am I correct in that or am I wrong?

,

Mr. Huber: I feel that I should at least make my voice heard.
In answer to Mr. Edgel, we had decided that the policy would be
that advertising would not be solicited after brand names of liquor
nor any national advertising such as "so and so has switched to
Calvert," but merely advertisements from local establishments that
do sell liquor; such as, "buy your package goods at Jack's Liquor
Store" or something of that nature. I would also like to say
that I agree very much with Dr. Judah's statement concerning the
freedom of the student as far as we can go, of course, in giving
them a voice and letting them set their own policies. There is
nothing wrong with advertising liquor so far as the law is concerned. In fact, we have a law on the books of New Mexico that
says that cigarettes shall not be sold to any student in the State
of New Mexico, and that doesn't mean minors only; it means all
students. We sell cigarettes in the Student Union. We also advertise cigarettes in the Lobo and other publications, an:i I don't
think that refraining from such advertisements in the Lobo and
other student publications is going to increase the number of
abstainers and consequently I can see no harm in it. Of course,
that is my personal opinion.
President Popejoy: Are you ready for the question. I think
we will ask for a show of hands on it. All those in favor of the
motion as stated, please raise your right hand.
Member :

I am not sure what the motion is, Mr. President.

President Popejoy : You are not sure of the motion. This is
Professor Douglass' motion, as I understand it, and after discussion and by an interpretation from a member of the Committee, the
action is intended to refuse the action taken by the Publications
Board if the faculty votes with Professor Douglass. It overrules
the Publicati ons Board . That is the intention of the motion, agreed

,
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to by the members of the Board.
Professor Douglass?
Mr. Douglass:

Is that your understanding,

Yes, sir.

Me·mber: There is only one little point, and that is there is
a liquor store with a contract which means that either we can back
out of the contract, if the motion is successful, or we accept
no more and run that through the end of the semester, which will
finish the contract.
Member: The last time the faculty took action on this matter
it was agreed that contracts would be honored and after that the
policy was in effect.
President Popejoy: Are you ready for the question? All in
favor of the motion please raise your right hand. (19 for) All
opposed use the same sign. (many against) The motion is lost,
I believe, unless you want to count.

Any other new business to come before the meeting?
Member: This isn't new business; it is back on the other
question. I think the students ought to know that this kind of
voting occurred in the sense that it was taken by the faculty for
the purpose that insofar as we have voted confidence in the students managing their own affairs, we need to let them know that we
have expressed that confidence. If they don't know that we have
voted on it one way or another or show that we are concerned
about it, part of the purpose of the voting in that respect discussed by Dr. Judah is lost.
Mr. Tatschl: I don't think it is particularly necessary that
the students know a bout this because I don't know that the "noes"
have shown exactly the spirit of the faculty. I think the faculty
primarily objected to the interference in student affairs. There
was no way we could vote against it. There was no way we could
explain this.
Dr. Longhurst: Isn't this academic.
150 people voting in secret anyway?

Did you ever hear of

Dr. Sherman Smith: I can say that the students have been
expecting such a vote. I understand that when the matter was
brought before the Publications Board, the Board considered the
possibility of faculty reversal and had been asked by students in
the past few days when the faculty was going to get around to
debate this question.
Dr . Bahm:

If there is a real danger involved in this
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advertisement, there may be some other methods of advising the
students about it perhaps. This isn't the final settlement of the
question.
President Popejoy: Any other connnents?
heading of announcements.

We now pass to the

Vice President Scholes: First, I have been asked to remind
members of the faculty that Saturday is a holiday--Homecoming.
That is a University holiday, and there will not be any classes.
The second announcement is that we have drawn up a new form
of faculty record which we will begin getting out to members of
the faculty. We found that the old records in the files are not
up to date in many cases, that some procedure would be necessary
to get them up to date; and so while going through that process
we thought we might change the forms to some extent.
The forms used in the past have been the old North Central
Association forms. We have changed these a bit, adding certain
items. The main thing we have tried to do is give the faculty
opportunity to get on record their publications, research achievements, their service on Committees, and other items of activity
and service in the University. You will note, as you see these new
forms, that they do not include a record of your service here. We
plan to keep that on a separate form. Mrs. McKenzie is now working on that. The reason we brought that out of your present form
is that very often people come into the office and want information
about members of the faculty of one kind or another and ask to
see these records. It is the easiest way to give them the information very often, but we felt that certainly the record of service
here with salary and so on should be reserved information in most
cases; so that that information will be kept on the separate
form that will not be given out, except to people who should have
it.
I would like to ask the co-operation of the faculty in filling
out these new forms and bringing them up to date, especially with
reference to publications, research, committee service, and so on.
I think that Mr. Durrie plans to handle this through departments.
The English Department has already filled out these forms, and
Mr. Durrie will contact other departments, trying to get these
filled out in that way.
There will be a supplementary form to be made each year by
members of the faculty so that each spring you can bring your publication record and your research record up to date; and that will
be added to this first, or master statement that you fill out with
a lot of J our personal academic history on it.
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We are especially anxious to keep up to date that information
which the administration needs,which advancement committees ask
for from time to t~me with reference to publications, research, and
other services to the University, as well as teaching .
President Popejoy:
a motion to adjourn?

Are there other announcements?

(The meeting was adjourned at

5:25 p. m.)

Respectfully submitted,

Eva M. Israel
Secretary of the Faculty

Is there
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C~rriculum in Fin
Bachelor of
Arts 1n Fine Arts. Hours require0 for graduation 132.
This curriculum is designed for the student who desires
an introduction to the fine arts combined with a liberal
cademic course. Its major and min.or .requirements provide study int 'O of the arts, which the student elects;
if he desires to exnlore in the third field, he may do
so in the free elective hours. Hours require~ in major
field 45; minor field 25. (Specific courses are listed
under de~artment headings.) Free elective hours 17-23.
Freshman Year
Major Field
Mlnor Field
English 1
P.E.

i,

5

3

1
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Major
Minor
English 2

7

5
3

P.E.

rl-

Eophomore Year
Major
Minor
Foreign Language
Socia 1 Science ·
P.E.

'

Majot'

Minor
Science or Math
Foreign Language
.(Music Majors only)

Elective

(,

4

3
3

Major
Minor
Foreign Langua~e
Social Science

P.E •
...!..
17
:Iun!O[ Year

;
2

a.

3

!16

Major
Minor

.5

3

3
3

u-

6

I+

3
3

-17
1

5

2

4
Science or Math
Foreign Language
·
3
(Music Majors only)
_1-fElective

17

Sepj.or Year

Major
Minor
Literature
Science or Math
Elective

•

Major
Literature
Electives
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POLICY OH THE A\Jlumnm OF HONCH.ARY D}.;GfiEES

Approved by the Faculty Senate on Man".h 13, 19~

.

(l) Awards should be ma.de to thooe people who ha.ve contributed
to the cultural and scientific development in this region.
(2) The committee is not adverse to granting an honorary degreo
to a commencement speaker, but 1t does not feel that the
presonting of a cormnencernent address is m1fficient cause in
itself for granting an honorary degree~

•
SUGOESTJiID POLICY FOR THE A\IARDING OF HONORARY DEGREES

Inasmuch as the University of New Mexico recognizes that one of
its primary institutional reB1Jonsibilities is to serve the people of
the state of New Mexico Ann of the Southwest in e.ey ,nq it can, the
University wishes to ,.e ieiit%.C similar service on the pa.rt of indi•
vidunl b li.1v1ne preference in the awarding of specinl honors to
those
s who have contributed significantly to the cul tui•al
or scientific development of the region, or to the spiritual or material
welfare of its ~eople. such preference is not ~cant to discourage the
granting of special honors to eminent individuals whose contributions
have been made to other or broader geographic areae. Hol1ever, in no
case should a passing courtesy to the University of Mew Mexico, mch
as the delivery of a commencement address, be the sole or 'Orincipal
cause for such honorary awards.

Iov

Professor
Tom I;.

ber 20, 1951

illiam J. Parish

Popejoy

The suggestion incorporated in your memorandum addressed to me on
ovemb r 14, 1951, that the presiding officer ask the permissfon
of the faculty for a discussion on any important item which has
not been placed on the ag nda, has a great deal of merit, and I
can see no reason why it should not be adopted. rt is
understanding that you do not have reference to any itans of business •
which ay co e up under the heading "New Business.

TLP:kms
cc Dr. Scholes /

